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COLLAPSE OF EVOLUTION 



This booklet is the outgrowth of a lecture delivered in Boston, 
December, 1904, under the auspices of the American Bible 
League. Several editions of this booklet have been printed and 
many thousands have been sold. Requests from many sources 
have led to the printing of this edition. 

It may not be out of the way to say that while the “Collapse 
of Evolution” has received commendations from many persons 
no evolutionist thus far has published, to the author’s knowledge, 
any criticism of it. 

The author has in preparation a book entitled, “The Origin of 
the First Man,” that covers the ground much more extensively and 
exhaustively than does this brief treatise. It is the expectation of 
the author to issue this larger book as soon as some publisher has 
the financial courage or is in position to make the venture. 


ORIGIN OF SPECIES 

Toronto. December 28, 1921—Professor William Bateson, 
M.A., F.R.S., D.Sc., President of the British Association for the 
Advancement of Science, in 1914; World’s famous English biolo¬ 
gist, last week threw a bombshell into the Convention of the 
American Association for the Advancement of Science, by de¬ 
claring that it was impossible for scientists any longer to agree 
with Charles Darwin’s theory of the origin of the species. 

He declared that, while forty years ago the Darwin theory 
was accepted without question, today scientists have come to a 
point where they were “unable to offer any explanation for the 
genesis of species.” 

Professor Bateson stated that there was no evidence of any 
one species acquiring netv facuities, but that there were plenty 
of examples of species losing faculties. “Species lose things, but 
do not add to their possessions. . . . Variations, of many kinds, 
often considerable, we daily witness, but no origin of species." 
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Collapse of Evolution 


Introductory 

It has been quite the fashion of late years to employ the 
term evolution with much latitude, and in fields outside those of 
biology where it began its remarkably popular career. 

Herbert Spencer, one of the very much praised pioneers in this 
broader application of the theory, built his scheme of social econ¬ 
omy and government upon the hypothesis of organic evolution. 

Professor Drummond’s books, “Natural Daw in the Spiritual 
World,” and "The Ascent of Man,” that were very popular for 
a while, adhere throughout to this same unestablished theory. 

The brilliant reasoner and writer, Professor Galdwin Smith, 
arguing for the immortality of the soul, takes occasion to say this: 
“It has been overwhelmingly demonstrated that man’s bodily 
frame, and its soul, as its outcome and perfection, have been pro¬ 
duced by a process of evolution from lower forms of animal, 
maybe of vegetable life.” 

Dr. Clifford, a leader among the Non-Conformists of England, 
in a surprisingly favorable comment on the destructive criticism 
recently announced by the Dean of Westminster, employs these 
words: "We have in the main accepted evolution, and thereby can 
the better understand the majestic ways of God.” 

And in almost every field of literature, for a quarter of a cen¬ 
tury or more, writers of note have been illustrating or enforcing 
their discussions by appeals to evolution as seen in the world of 
living tilings and were vieing with one another in praise of Mr. 
Darwin and his wonderful discovery. In American pulpits and in 
■ some theological schools, the theory of evolution was quite as 
often presented and with about as much reverence and certainly 
with as much unction as the doctrine of vicarious atonement. 

It would seem, therefore, that the theory of evolution in the 
use sometimes made of it, is scarcely less entitled to a place among 
systems of theology than is the creed formulated by the Nicene 
Fathers. 

But perhaps no one will question the further statement that 
evolution, with its implications, has contributed very largely to the 
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vigorous growth of destructive criticism, and that the popularizing 
of it, together with the efforts of higher critics, to keep it well 
advertised have helped, almost more than anything else, to weaken 
the hold that Christian faith and religious conviction once had 
upon the minds and hearts of the American people and led the 
German people away from the faith of the Reformation and 
plunged their country into religious and political damnation. 

The leading word in our topic, collapse, describes a thing that 
has tumbled into such ruin as will scarcely permit of reconstruc¬ 
tion. There is, too, suggested by the word the idea that there has 
not been sufficient support, as when a poorly-framed house goes 
to the ground, or that there had been too much inflation, as when 
an over-blown bladder or something'else bursts. 

Evolution, the other important word of our topic, in its biologi¬ 
cal restriction, involves the theory that living things originally 
came upon the earth in the form of germs, supernaturally created, 
or imported, or produced by spontaneous generation, and that 
through natural and orderly processes long continued, they de¬ 
veloped into the various species of plants and animals, existing 
and extinct, culminating at length and at last in a man, who is 
recognized in physical science, as "the crown and glory of all 
earthly tilings.’’ 

Other terms now in use are suborganic evolution, treating of 
the formation of worlds; organic evolution, treating of things 
having life, and superorganic evolution, having to do with the 
constitution and operations of things in the realms of mind and 
spirit. But the present discussion is confined chiefly to organic 
evolution. 

In one form or another, the theory of evolution is well on in 
years. Ancient philosophers, church fathers and scientists for at 
least twenty centuries have been its advocates, though it did not 
gain its majorities, or make what has been termed “its conquest 
of the world,” until Dr. Alfred R. Wallace and Charles Darwin 
during the same year, 1858, separately announced the hypothesis 
of the "Origin of Species by spontaneous variation, and the sur¬ 
vival of the fittest through natural selection, in the struggle for 
existence.” For a time after Mr. Darwin announced his hypothe¬ 
sis there was among scientists and philosophers quite a good deal 
of hesitation in adopting his views, but later they were so gener¬ 
ally accepted in Germany, England and America that for one to 
have questioned them in either of these countries, at any time 
during a period of twenty years, or more, beginning near 1880, 
4 COLLAPSE OF EVOLUTION 
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II 

Life Germs and Materialistic Evolution 

The issue being now squarely before us, the next step is an ex¬ 
amination of certain claims that are made by evolutionists, or 
ought to be made, and whose establishment is essential to the suc¬ 
cessful maintenance of their theory. 

As is well known naturalistic and materialistic evolutionists 
have strenuously contended that the original germs, from which 
all life has developed, came into existence by some unknown 
process but were in no way dependent upon any supernatural 
agency. Dr. Buchner speaking for this class of evolutionists, 
states the case thus: 

“Matter is the origin of all that exists: all natural and mental 
forces are inherent in it. Nature, the all-engendering and all- 
devouring, is its own beginning and end, its birth and death. She 
produces man by her own power and takes him again." 

And it should be added that in exact terms evolution means 
that a single protoplasmic cell, by a process of multiplying forms 
through an almost infinite number of species, extending through 
an almost infinite number of ages, produced with no supernatural 
interpositions all the forms of life that have existed on earth. 
But if there were two, or ten, such cells, coming into existence in 
some unknown way and at different times, then there may have 
been a billion. And if cells, one, two or more on their own ac¬ 
count could come into existence then life forms of a higher type 
could do the same tiling and transmutation would no longer be a 
scientific necessity. 

Even evolutionists who are supernaturalists had become so 
intoxicated with the evolution theory that they more than sug¬ 
gested that even the original germs of life may have come into 
existence by natural process. 

A professor in Wesleyan University, who assuredly would 
resent being classed among atheists, in a book not long since 
published, states the case thus: "When we trace a continuous 
evolution from the nebula to the dawn of life and again a con¬ 
tinuous evolution from the dawn of life to the varied fauna and 
flora of today, crowned with glory in the appearance of man him¬ 
self, we can' hardly fail to accept the suggestion that the tran¬ 
sition from the lifeless to the living was itself a process of evo- 
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This conclusion is logically sound, if the premises are correct; 
that is, if the unaided forces of nature have evolved from struc¬ 
tureless germs the beautiful organism and mechanisms every¬ 
where met, then those same forces ought to be able, in nature’s 
wonderful laboratory, to manufacture the original germs or germ 
from which all those complex living things are developed. 

But it should be observed that the Wesleyan professor begs the 
whole question; his premises being speculative, as will appear a 
'ittle later are therefore entirely without scientific support. And 
as a matter of fact life germs and the origin of life in any way or 
form are no better accounted for on scientific grounds today than 
they have been at any time in the past. 

As is well known, the experiments of Dr. Bastian, in 1871, se¬ 
cured for the theory of the spontaneous generation of life germs 
very decided support. And there came into use among scientists 
such terms as “bathmism,” “cosmic ether,” “cosmic emotion,” 
"germplasm," “pangenesis,” “protoplasm,” “growth force,” 
“vital fluid,” and the like, all suggesting the strenuous efforts that 
were then making to account for the origin of life. It should be 
said, however, that not for ten or perhaps twenty years have 
these terms, once potent on the lips of scientists and philosophers, 
been employed seriously by any reputable writer on these subjects. 

The. story of Professor Huxley’s protoplasm, since called “the 
bathybius delusion,” is interesting and ought to be instructive if 
not a warning to our speculative evolutionists. 

The professor claimed that he had discovered the substratum 
of all life, which he believed covered the whole bed of the world’s 
oceans. The discovery was hailed with enthusiasm in almost 
every scientific circle. By casting into the ocean a deep-water 
dredge any one could draw up a muddy substance from which all 
living things, including Adam and Eve, have been evolved. 

Professor Huxley's confession of faith was this: “Protoplasm 
is the origin of life ... it is a molecular machine, all-powerful 
and all-sufficient.” 

The Challenger, a vessel sent out by the United States Gov¬ 
ernment to make deep-sea soundings, with Professor Murray, the 
scientist, on board, was commissioned to secure among other 
things some of the suboceanic ooze or mud. A quantity was 
gathered, sufficient to preclude the possibility of any mistake; 
it was carefully preserved and brought home. But in his experi¬ 
ments with it Prof. Murray discovered that sea water and alcohol 
mingled gave a flocculent precipitate which, separated from the 
liquid, was identical with Huxley’s protoplasm. 
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He showed the experiment to Professor Huxley and the illu¬ 
sion vanished. The “all-powerful and all-sufficient” protoplasm 
was merely a precipitated sulphate, which any chemist in his 
laboratory can make for himself. 

It was a rude shock to our complacent materialistic biologist, 
who had built an attractive theoretical edifice and had written 
very learnedly upon the wonder of the protoplasm found on the 
sea bottom, on discovering that his theory was little other than a 
laughing stock. 

So has it been with other and later attempts to solve, especially 
by chemical agencies, and analysis, the mystery of the origin of 
life. Theories, one after another have been loudly proclaimed 
and then put on the shelf with a thousand other abandoned theo¬ 
ries,—indeed all theories that eliminate from world-building an 
Infinite Creator. 

Sir William Thomson, with quick dispatch, surrendered his 
speculation that life germs came to the earth riding on a meteorite 
from some planet or star on which life already had an existence. 

The chemical origin of life, at one time advocated by Herbert 
Spencer, was abandoned in the last edition of his “Biology,” and 
the words "spontaneous generation” are mentioned no longer in 
the higher scientific circles except when classifying it among 
those theories that have not a particle of scientific or experimental 
evidence in their support. 

“I share Virchow’s opinion,” said the late Professor.Tyndall, 
“that the theory of evolution, in its complete form, involves the 
assumption that at some period or other of the earth’s history 
there occurred what would now be called spontaneous genera¬ 
tion; but I also agree with him that the proofs of it are still 
wanting.- I also hold with Virchow that the failures have been 
so lamentable that the doctrine is utterly discredited.” 

In a word, no cautious and well-informed scientist of whatever 
school ventures now to go beyond the following statement re¬ 
cently made by a thorough-going-naturalist:—“The beginnings of 
life came upon the earth in some way unknown to science.” 

We have employed these words, “well-informed scientist,” ad¬ 
visedly, being fully aware that a few men who are holding pro¬ 
fessorships in American colleges are still asserting the possibility 
and probability of creating or producing life by chemical agencies, 
and that all existing life originated by natural processes. 

The professor of physiological chemistry in the Unitersity of 
Chicago, for instance, is reported to have used recently in his 
-lecture-room these words: “The divine creation of life is a pure 
humbug. Life originally happened. Life is made up of certain 
8 COLLAPSE OF EVOLUTION 



organic compounds. Certain organic compounds were made by 
nature. The compounds came together in some manner, and the 
result was life. I believe in a short time real life will be created 
in the laboratory.” 

For a man who professes to be a scientist to employ such lan¬ 
guage is surprising, if not incredible. Here is nothing but dog¬ 
matic assertion, of which a ranting clergyman, or mountebank, 
not to say scientist and university professor, ought to be ashamed. 

Weigh these words that will be a poison in the life blood of 
the young men who hear and believe them:—“The divine creation, 
of life is a pure humbug!” That sentence challenges the wisdom 
not only of prophets, apostles and our Lord Himself but also of 
scientists who have devoted their lives to the investigation of 
nature’s phenomena and who have taken rank in the past and 
who take rank today with those whose standing has been the 
highest in their several departments of study,—such men as 
Agassiz, Beale, Carpenter, Dana, Davy, Dawson, Faraday, Forbes, 
Gray, Helmholtz, Herschel, Lord Kelvin, Leibnitz, Lutze, Maury, 
Pasteur, Romanes, Verdt and hundreds of others who ascribe to 
God and to God alone the power to originate life. The distin¬ 
guished physicist Clark Maxwell speaking of the several defunct 
theories of evolution, says: “I have examined all that have come 
within my reach, and have found that every one must have a G'od 
to make it work.” Professor E. D. Cope introduced into his 
scheme a suppositional something that he named "protoplasmic 
consciousness.” To make such a theory work it would be neces¬ 
sary to endow every particle of matter with consciousness, omni¬ 
potence and infinite wisdom, a supposition that to intelligent lay¬ 
men as bold-faced an absurdity as ever was introduced to the 
public. “In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth,” 
is an announcement never better assured than it is at this very 

III 

The Supernatural Factor Invoked 

At this point some one is waiting to put in a rejoinder that 
naturalistic evolution and the origin of life are not at present 
questions of chief importance, since the popular and more recent 
view of evolution allows the supernatural to be invoked when¬ 
ever it suits the convenience of the evolutionist, or whenever or 
wherever natural agencies fail. 

But we may be permitted to suggest that the moment a super¬ 
natural factor is allowed to take any part in the scheme of the 
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universe, that moment there is a weakening in every timber of 
any theory of evolution that has been devised. In other words, 
if God is present and is needed in one part of the web of the 
physical universe, for instance, in the creation of life germs, he is 
equally needed in every other. His intervention is no more called 
for when the planet Jupiter begins its mighty revolutions then 
when a dying sparrow falls to the ground. Unaided natural 
forces can no more make a hair of the head than they can make 
the mightiest mammal that ever walked the earth or crushed for¬ 
ests under its feet. 

If, however, it is insisted that extreme naturalistic evolution 
should be taken out of this discussion, we will deal for a few 
moments with that type called supernatural or theistic evolution, 
that in some quarters was received for a time with almost “an in¬ 
tellectual frenzya type, too, that has no hesitation in attacking 
orthodox views of Bible revelation and primitive Christian dogma, 
and that announces without apparent misgiving certain claims on 
the establishment of which, this popular, but dangerous, illogical 
and utterly vague scheme of evolution depends. 

And first attention is called to what at one time was thought 
to be in the world of living things a universal law of development 
and improvement, of elaboration and progression. And certainly 
from a biological point of view and from the application that has 
been made in the theory of evolution to various philosophical and 
theological subjects, the evolutionist ought to be able to show 
that both sub-inorganic and organic evolution is such as to secure 
general progress, more or less pronounced and more or less rapid, 
the rapidity depending upon surrounding conditions, and he 
ought also to be in position to furnish evidence to show that 
there are among living things continuous and unbroken connec¬ 
tions between simple forms of species and those that are the most 
complex. Without, such progress and connections it is obvious 
that organic evolution rests upon an exceedingly precarious foun- 

While all this is implied in evolution and while a hasty study 
of the facts may leave an impression that there is in the world of 
living things what seems to be a continuous elaboration or progres¬ 
sion, yet a more careful survey discloses such a mass of evidence 
pointing in the exact opposite direction that leading scientists are 
now saying scarcely a word as to a continuous and universal 
progress. On the other hand, many of the leading men of science 
and philosophy in their investigations of natural phenomena are 
freely using such words of retrogradation and deterioration. 


COLLAPSE OF EVOLUTION 










more recent times, there will be found numberless species that 
have shown no improvement since their creation. The algae or sea 
weeds, that appeared in the distant Silurian deposit, say a million 
years ago, were no less perfect than those of the same class found 
in our modern seas. The oak, birch, hazel and Scotch fir, easily 
traced back thousands of years, have remained all this time with¬ 
out the slightest improvement. 

And in the animal kingdom similar discoveries are made. In¬ 
sects that built- the coral reefs of Florida, in the three hundred 
or more centuries of their existence have shown no improvement. 

The crustacean family, especially the crayfish group, that first 
appeared near the close of the carboniferous period, has gained 
nothing though geological period after geological period has 
gone by since its creation. 

The -highest type of mollusk known to scientists is the one that 
appeared far back in geological history. The same may be said 
of the earliest fish, reptilian and mammalian families; they each 
"appeared fully equipped at the outset in the plentitude of their 
power,” and never since have shown the least elaboration or im¬ 
provement. 

Equally significant and quite as troublesome to the evolutionist 
are the discoveries on the Pacific coast, made by deep sea dredg¬ 
ing under the direction of W. E. Ritter, Professor of Zoology, 
University of California. At a depth of seven and a half miles, 
where there is almost absolute uniformity of conditions, were 
taken living creatures essentially identical with those that lived 
in deep water in the eocene ages,- whose fossils are now found in 
geological strata that during terrestrial upheavals were raised 
front sea depths almost countless ages ago.* 

Carefully comparing those ancient with these more recent 
forms no improvement is discovered; the earliest ones are as per¬ 
fect and as marvelously beautiful in color and structure as those 
that came into existence in the later geological ages. While both 
naturalistic and supernaturalistic evolutionists are' acknowledging 
these facts, yet, as would be expected, it is with some measure 
of reluctance, for it is evident that every such fact weakens the 
foundations of evolution, and our friends, therefore, hardly could 


scribing certain geological periods. Recent geologists are o[ the opinion 
that these earlier estimates are not well supported by the latest investiga¬ 
tions. At present we are not prepared to dispute these later opinions. But 
whatever time estimates are finally decided upon will not affect our argu- 
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species begin with legs, jaws, eyes and ears, but lose them all, be¬ 
coming after awhile a mere sac whose life ever after consists in 
absorbing nourishment and laying eggs. 

The fish family began early, and still lives on, but has been in 
process of degeneration ever since the Devonian period. Like¬ 
wise none of the modern mammalia equal in size or strength 
those that flourished during the geological age to which they 
have given their names. 

And from biological and physiological points of view the hu¬ 
man race not only has not gained a step since the dawn of his¬ 
tory? but on the whole, sometimes slowly, sometimes rapidly, has 
been deteriorating: and if history warrants any statement, it is 
that except for a mind endowed at the outset with a conscience, 
with which organic evolution has nothing to do, and had not 
religion, especially the Jewish and Christian, with their inspiring 
and uplifting power come to the aid of the human race, mankind 
through natural tendencies long since would have disappeared 
forever from the face of the earth. 

Nothing, therefore, is better established in the realms of science 
than the conservative announcement of the late Professor Cope, 
a pronounced evolutionist until just before his death: “Retro- 
gradation in nature is as well established as evolution.” 

Should our readers desire to pursue this line of thought further 
they will find interesting facts in a treatise on “Degeneration.” 
by Dr. Dohon, of Naples, and in another, on the same subject, by- 
Edwin Ray Lankester, professor of comparative anatomy, Oxford. 

A wise and careful analysis of what is involved in our subject 
calls for an examination of certain rather surprising phenomena 
that are witnessed in what are called nature’s methods and pro¬ 
ceedings. . 

For instance some forms of animal life in geological history- 
have remained fixed for millions of years and are still living on; 
others appeared and remained without change for hundreds of 
thousands of years and then disappeared as suddenly as they 
came; others began to degenerate as soon as they appeared, and 
still others in more recent times under domestication, or artificial 
help, have been improved, though left to themselves they usually 
revert to their original conditions. 

When, therefore, the evolutionist, in support of his theory, says 
that in the kingdom of nature there is anything that can be called 
a universal law of development and improvements, he most cer¬ 
tainly is not telling the truth. Nor should the fact be overlooked 
that universal laws do not depend upon circumstances or environ¬ 
ments, but were true and operative yesterday, are so today, and 
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will be so forever, and everywhere. Otherwise they would not be 
universal laws. And we presume no one will question this addi¬ 
tional statement that universal and fixed laws are far less numer¬ 
ous in the physical universe than they were once supposed to be. 

Attention is next called to an unsupported claim of the evo¬ 
lutionist, that is held with much tenacity, by both the supernatur¬ 
alist and naturalist which is this, that by natural processes one 
species of plant, or animal may be transformed into another and 
that through long continued and progressive transmutations the 
higher types of animal life, including man, have thus been evolved 
from those that are lower. 

It should be said at this point that, if the transmutation of 
species is not established, then organic evolution can have no scien¬ 
tific standing. And unless it can be shown that man is a transmu¬ 
tation from the ape family, or from some other family back of the 
ape. from which it and man have both been evolved, or from fish 
or plant, or from germ or molicule, then the theory of evolution 
breaks down at the very point where it is vitally important it 
should be maintained. 

The reader is almost entitled to an apology for the repetition 
of the so-called proofs of transmutation, some time since over¬ 
thrown, that are nevertheless the stock in trade of scores of men 
who appear to be either unpardonably ignorant of facts already 
established, or else are deliberately trying to fool the public. 

For instance, there are the fossil bones of the so-called pre¬ 
historic horse that from time to time, even to the present day, have 
been paraded as evidence of the transmutation theory. 

A Chicago University professor, occupying the chair of paleon¬ 
tology, in reply to an article written by the author of this pamph¬ 
let, ventured recently this statement: “The modern horse can be 
definitely traced through a series of intermediate stages to a 
primitive species having four toes on each foot.” 

Now the only excuse, and it is a poor one, for this untrue state¬ 
ment, is that Professor Huxley, twenty-five or thirty years before 
the Chicago professor made this unpardonable announcement, in 
a desparate effort to find something to support his “Demonstrated 
Evidence of Evolution,” made use of these fossils, the earliest 
specimens of which are found in the eocene strata. 

Our Chicago professor may not know, perhaps, that another 
animal has been discovered since having five toes, of which Pro¬ 
fessor Henry Fairfield Osborn, of the Museum of Natural His¬ 
tory, New York, has given an account, and possibly another may 
yet be discovered having ten or fifteen or twenty toes. The facts 
are, however, that all these fossils differ so entirely from the 
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bones of the modern horse that the animal to which they belonged 
can not, on strictly scientific grounds, be called a horse at all. 
And certainly it may be questioned, as far as feet are’ concerned, 
to which the” evolutionist largely confines his reasoning, whether 
the four-toed animal is not of higher order than the one-toed or 
hoofed animal. Differentiation rather than convolution is nature’s 
method of improving the species if the teaching of evolutionists is 
to be our guide. 

But what makes it all the worse for the paleontological profes¬ 
sor of Chicago is, that the very species that ought to conneot those 
supposed earlier ancestors with the modern horse, thus forming 
the needed missing links, are entirely unknown to geological his¬ 
tory. While there arc some resemblances between those four- 
toed animals and the modern horse, as there are some resemb¬ 
lances between a cow and a crow, a man and a mouse, each hav¬ 
ing a head with its eyes, nose and ears, and each having feet 
with which to walk, yet these resemblances furnish no more evi¬ 
dence of organic connections and transmutations in the one case 
than in the other—that is, no evidence whatever. In each in¬ 
stance these differently toed animals lived their geological periods 
and then forever disappeared, having had neither ancestors nor 
descendants. Or to make the case a little more specific, and be¬ 
ginning with the orohippus, found in the oeccne period, there 
followed the mesohippus, miohippus, protohippus and so on, to 
the modern horse. Now, adopting Hteckel’s estimate of the "vital 
era” of the earth, the orohippus lived about three hundred million 
years ago. Between that animal and the modern horse there are 
four so-called intermediate species, each of which flourished from 
twenty to sixty million years: Each species abruptly appeared,.re¬ 
mained fixed that length of time and then suddenly disappeared, 
and where thousands and even millions of the intermediate forms 
of the different species are demanded by the evolutionists, not one 
that is assured has yet been'discovered. 

When Mr. Darwin and Professor Huxley were confronted 
with this, that might well have been regarded as a fatal fact, 
they met it by saying that the records are imperfect and that the 
intermediate forms need not therefore be looked for. But may 
we not ask, why not look for them and why not expect to find 
them, at least in some numbers, if they ever existed? These are 
questions that no layman should be condemned for asking. 

The most of this talk, however, is thirty or forty years old, and 
our Chicago professor should have known that geologists On 
some of these questions “have changed their views two hundred 
times in one hundred years,” and that no reputable geologist, or 
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lessor is his attempt to palm off those bones on the unsuspecting 
laymen of his town as evidence of the transmutation theory. 

And we may say at this point that while geological evidence, if 
well supported, is as important and as sacred as that of any other 
science, as sacred indeed as theological science, yet as a matter of 
fact there is no science that has led the public thought so far 
astray as has that of geology, especially under the teaching of 
poorly equipped college and university professors. 

The many conflicting statements that have been made by geo¬ 
logical professors is vouched for by the eminent geologist, Pro¬ 
fessor Charles Lvell. “In the year 1806,” he says, “the French 
Institute enumerated not less than eighty geological theories which 
were hostile to the Scriptures; but’not one of those theories is 
held today.” 


V 

Studies in Embryology and Comparative Anatomy 

We may now allow the evolutionist, if he desires, to retreat 
from the field of geology, where he has met with all sorts of 
discomfitures, to that of biology and kindred sciences, where he 
has greater security. From these fields, with a show of confidence, 
he has presented, in support of transinutationism, quite an amount 
of exceedingly interesting, if not convincing, evidence. 

With assurance and apparent satisfaction the evolutionist calls 
attention to the fact that the human body, beginning as a single 
cell, only one hundred and twentieth part of an inch in diameter, 
develops into a man weighing two hundred pounds. Here, says 
the evolutionist, is evidence of what nature can do. Certainly, 
but what has that to do with the evolution of one species into 
another? From cell to man no mutation takes place. The cell is 
the man. The development of cells and germs is one thing,— 
evolution by the transmutation of species is quite another thing; 
they are as distinct from each other as day is from night. 

Again, following out an observation that in the embryonic state 
man apparently passes through the different stages of worm, fish, 
reptile and quadruped, the evolutionist contends that the human 
race has, therefore, been evolved from the worm, fish, reptile and 
quadruped. This certainly is a tremendous induction from lim¬ 
ited data, indeed from almost no data at all. 


♦Lord Avebury in his book entitled “Prehistoric Times," reaches the 
conclusion that the Dubois man-ape was not a man-ape but “belonged- 
either to a very large Gibbon or a very small man.” 
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different individuals belonging to these different living and ex¬ 
tinct species is beyond comprehension. And yet in the entire 
field of history not a discovery has been made indicating that 
among these multitudes of species and billions of individuals 
there has been a single case of transmutation by what is known as 
natural selection. 

This matter of transmutation is so vital ill the discussion and 
gives such significance to the remarkable words in the Book of 
Genesis that we may be more specific and dwell upon it a moment 
longer. In Genesis is this reading: 

"And God said, let the earth put forth grass . . . herb . . . tree after 
its kind. And the earth brought forth grass and herb yielding seed after 
its kind, and tree bearing fruit, wherein is the seed thereof, after its kind. 

. . . And God said, Let the earth bring forth the living creature after its 
kind, cattle, and creeping things and beasts of the earth after its kind; 

Now the remarkable fact is this, that this has been the case 
from the beginning until the present moment. Seaweed for 
millions, perhaps a thousand million years, until now has "brought 
forth after its kind.” So, too, the cedar, poplar, willow, oak, fig, 
tulip, spicewood, sassafras, walnut, buckthorn sumac, cinnamon, 
apple and plum, from their first appearance thousands of years 
ago, invariably and quite unvaryingly, have brought forth each 
after its kind. 

To an interesting pamphlet by A. L. Gredley, A.M., entitled, 
“Thoughts on Evolution,” we are indebted for the following 
statement which no scientist we think will venture to question: 

“There arc millions of protoplasmic vegetable cells everywhere about 
us, each one capable of receiving a life principle, but only- from its own 
peculiar source and then its potency is confined to development only along 
its own pcculair line. The protoplasmic cells on an incipient corn cob 
cannot be fertilized by pollen of the rose. They must be fertilized by pol¬ 
len from the corn tassel and then they will appropriate the nutriment 
brought to them by the parent stalk and develop into corn and into nothing 
else. Other flora will receive their life principle from other sources, but 
each from its own and exclusive source and will develop along its own 
line and no other.” 

Likewise in the animal kingdom the same phenomena are 
noticed. There are five hundred species of trilobites that through 
millions of ages, while the deposits of the paleozoic era were form¬ 
ing, not only brought forth each after its kind, but not a fossil has 
been found by the paleontologist indicating that a single indi¬ 
vidual of any of these species ever produced anything but a 
lrilobite. 
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The same may be said of the nine hundred extinct species 
of the ammonites, of the four hundred of the nautilus and of the 
seven hundred of the ganoids; among these species there is not 
the slightest trace of any deviation from the law that each species 
shall bring forth “after its kind.” And this law is just as opera¬ 
tive now as during any of the millions of ages past, and rules 
the entire animal kingdom including all living things, the most 
inferior and most minute are the subjects of it. From a wiggler 
gnat-germ comes a wiggler gnat and nothing else; this is re¬ 
peated without deviation over and over again. The same is true 
of the tadpole and frog; neither one nor the other ever has been 
known to break from the family line. Throughout the continu¬ 
ous existence of the deep-sea living things, reaching back per¬ 
haps a thousand million years, there has not been discovered, 
either in the upheaved strata of the past or in the deep-sea 
dredgings of the present, the slightest deviation from the law an¬ 
nounced in Genesis. 

But more than this. As is well known the scientific world of 
late years has become profoundly interested in microscopic disease- 
producing bacteria. But each species has been found not only to 
produce the specific disease for which it is named, as bacillus teta¬ 
nus, bacillus typosi, bacillus xerosis, etc., but each invariably 
reproduces its own kind. Except for this, medical science today 
would be in direct confusion. And each of the billion bioplasts 
that construct the human body, not only attends strictly to its own 
business, one species forming bone, another muscles, another 
brain tissue, etc., but no bioplast ever violates the law that like 
shall produce like. Indeed, if the transmutation of species among 
bioplasts were possible, there would be no assurance that another 
normal human body ever would or ever could be brought into ex¬ 
istence or be kept alive for a single day. 

And what renders the case still more hopeless for the evolu¬ 
tionist is the recent announcement of biological science, that the 
structureless germ of one species of plant never, has been and 
never can be changed into the structureless germ of another 
species of plant life, and much less can the structureless germ of 
one species of animal ever be changed into the structureless germ 
of another species of animal. That is, structureless life-germs 
at the very threshold of their creation, or formation, arc as im¬ 
mutable as the most highly organized plants and animals known 
in natural history. 

So that from structureless germs up to the most complicated 
forms of organized life, and front first to last it is found that 
nature at every turn in the way takes her stand, and as if wield- 
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ing a drawn sworn absolutely forbids the transmutation of species. 

Such, therefore, are the facts' in the world of living things, flora 
and fauna, and such the overwhelming evidence arrayed against 
the theory of the transmutation of the species and in support of 
the law that clearly marked species forever shall be kept inviolate 
and distinct. 

After having fruitlessly searched for missing links of all sorts, 
and for other evidences of transmutation, it is amusingly inter¬ 
esting to watch the evolutionist in his “wriggling” performances, 
if we may employ a term Mr. Darwin once applied to Herbert 
Spencer, who unquestionably was a master in that art. 

An illustration of the wriggling procedure and propensity em¬ 
ployed by some of our American evolutionists and college pro¬ 
fessors when trying to dispose of bothersome facts is seen in their 
dealings with the whale. This water mammal has been particu¬ 
larly troublesome to evolutionists because they have found no! 
only no connecting links but nothing with which to make con¬ 
nections. In fact evolutionists are about as much at sea as is the 
whale, not being able to determine whether it is a land animal 
developing into a fish or a fish on the way of becoming a land 
animal; they therefore, some time ago swallowed the whale and 
are saying nothing more about it. That is, they wriggled, gulped 
and whether to the point or not, began to talk about something 
else. 

As everyone knows links between fin animals and foot animals, 
between reptiles and mammals, also between reptiles and birds, 
between apes and men, have been sought with the most untiring 
and astounding energy and zeal, but none as yet are found. And 
now that the expectation of finding any is well nigh abandoned the 
wriggling of evolutionists is again vigorously resorted to. 

The believer in special creations, for instance, asks to be shown 
the connecting links upon which transmutation depends. The 
evolutionist replies that the demand is unreasonable and that the 
one who makes it is not only no scientist, but does not know what 
evolution is. Such in substance was the complacent announcement 
made recently by a popular professor of Cornell University before 
the Twentieth Century Club of Boston. 

But without incurring the charge of ignorance, or incompe¬ 
tence, may not one ask why the demand for these links is unrea¬ 
sonable? Or, let the point for a moment be pressed more defi- 

In the eozoon or dawn-of-life period, as we have seen, there 
were living things that are still extant while others, having essen¬ 
tially the same conditions and environments, produced those that 
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are unlike the originals. In other words, we have this remark¬ 
able phenomenon,—some eozoon parents have been producing 
eozoon offspring in unbroken succession for millions of ages, while 
other eozoon parents gave birth to polyps, Acalephs, Echino- 
derms, Acephala, Gasteropoda, Cephalopoda and worms; and 
some of these last named in turn kept producing their own kind 
while others produced Radiates, Mollusks, and Articulates, all 
existing in the same waters and at the same time. And so upward 
through the numerous families of the lower vertebrates to the 
highest. All these varieties, according to the hypothesis of evo¬ 
lution, have taken place in the descendants of some eozoons while 
others have continued till now without the slightest change, and 
not a link connecting these different eozoon families is anywhere 
to be found. With these facts clearly before one, is it quite the 
thing for a college professor- when asked to explain these facts 
to wriggle and reply that the question is unreasonable and that 
the one who asks it is no scientist and does not understand what 
evolution is? 

The impression should not be left, however, that no attempt has 
been made by evolutionists and scientists to account for missing 
links. There are students of nature who frankly acknowledge the 
validity of the demand for missing links and when questioned 
offer the following explanation: If species X is transmuted into 
species Y, then there must have been one or many species Z, that 
were neither X nor Y. Now these intermediate Z species would 
be neither normal X species, nor normal Y species. But since all 
abnormal species, or forms, are less able to survive than normal 
ones, it follows that there would be an early death of the Z forms, 
and speedily would follow the extinction of the intermediate 
families and species belonging to the Z group. . 

And this -is the explanation offered for the disappearance of 
those connections known as missing links! 

To speak with perfect plainness, it is this sort of wriggling 
that brings science and scientific men into contempt. 

If our readers care for additional information on this curious 
X. Y. Z problem they will find it enlarged upon in The Geo¬ 
logical Magazine, London, January 1905. 

But failing in efforts to account for the absence of links, a few 
evolutionists have frankly conceded that there are none and never 
have been any; that new species come from previously existing 
ones through a rapid, perhaps instantaneous, transformation by 
processes not yet understood. In other words, all new species 
are eruptive, hence connecting links are entirely unnecessary and 
impossible. But this wriggle comes near being a fatal admission, 
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VII 

Ancient Civilization 

After having found the previous claims of the evolutionist 
destitute of scientific support, it cannot be expected that thought¬ 
ful men will accept additional assertions without asking for evi¬ 
dence in support of them. In other words, one is justified in de¬ 
manding facts before accepting any scientific theory on the say-so 
even of men who hold university professorships and who seem to 
have vast knowledge and ability to express themselves in the 
most learned phraseology. 

There are several other fields of investigation that present 
discouragements and perplexities to evolutionists, among which 
are those of archeology and history. It has been discovered, for 
instance, that the peoples of whom there is the earliest historic 
account were not, as has been claimed, low down, but were high 
up. The Egyptians builded immense cities, invented systems of 
astronomy and writing, constructed a time calendar, founded 
schools of law and medicine, gathered extensive libraries and did 
some things in ways that people of the present generation are 
unable to do. And there were other nationalities of equal an¬ 
tiquity, possibly of earlier date, who were no less civilized, notably 
those who builded great cities in the Babylonian valley. The 
Wolf Expedition, led by Dr. William Hayes Ward, and notably 
the excavations under Professor Hilprecht in the Nippur region, 
going back three and four thousand years B. C., have put a com¬ 
plete negative upon all assertions as to the degraded conditions 
of those primitive peoples. And other explorations have brought 
to light hundreds of tablets showing that there were in those 
Euphrates and Tigris valleys, nearly three thousand years before 
the founding of Rome and two thousand before Abraham left Ur 
of the Chaldees, great business activity, peaceful diplomatic and 
international relations, together with the complications belonging 
to private life, that afford unassailable evidence of high civiliza- 

These discoveries impress one especially by reason of the 
broad range of subjects that engaged the thoughts of the people 
who lived in those times, the earliest of which there is any record 
or knowledge, that compares favorably with systems and methods 
now pursued by modern civilized nations. Aside from historical 
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The professor has overdrawn the picture at one or two points. 
What he has said is more than a half truth, however, and while 
he was applauded by five hundred of the leading business men of 
Boston, still it has to be admitted that the uses to which electricity 
lias been put and in chemical discoveries, and in mechanical con¬ 
trivances and inventions the present and the last centuries are by 
a long way in the lead. 

Prof. Walsh, however, has suggested enough to curb, in a 
measure, our complacency and conceit. 

It is evident, therefore, that such intellectual and civic enter¬ 
prise must have had a much earlier 'background of civilization 
and knowledge than that of the period when the tablets of Baby¬ 
lon were written and catalogued, or when the sanitation of Crete 
■was perfected. True Augustan age and the Elizabethan age did 
not shine out from a totally black night that immediately pre¬ 
ceded it; nor did the art and architecture of Greece and Rome 
come to their perfection without an era of preparation. And it is 
equally true that those prehistoric civilizations were not the im¬ 
mediate outgrowth of barbarism. Before Babylon, there was 
an earlier Babylon; before Crete there was an earlier Crete. So 
that the civilization and tablets of Babylon, the pyramids of Egypt, 
and the palatial architecture of Crete must have had an era of 
creeping extending through many years before these later achieve- 

But what tells almost equally against the assertion of evolution¬ 
ists, that man has been working his way up from a savage state 
in which he is said to have originated, are the well nigh innumera- 
able and certainly unmistakable proofs of decivilization and deca¬ 
dence rather than progress. Southern Europe, Asia, Africa, 
■Central and South America abound in such evidences. The marble 
palaces and high attainments of those primitive peoples in the 
•course of centuries have given way to the mud-walled hovels and 
•wretchedness now everywhere met by the traveller. The de¬ 
graded Fellaheen of Egypt are the descendants of the men who 
ibuilt the gigantic pyramids. If, therefore, progress is the claim, 
then regress is the counter claim. In other words, the fall 
downward of these peoples is more strikingly evident than the 
fall or climb upward. 

Taking into view other fields of research the case against evo¬ 
lutionists grows stronger and stronger. It is now acknowledged 
by linguists that if philological science clearly demonstrates any¬ 
thing it is that primitive tongues, in almost every instance, disclose 
a background of high civilization and bear an unmistakable im- 
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press of descent, rather than ascent. By way of illustration, take 
the name of the beautiful New Hampshire lake, Winnepesaukee, 
whose meaning is the Smile of the Great Spirit. Here in this 
one word is disclosed the fact that the ancestors of the untutored 
New England savage, back somewhere in the family line, had 
well-defined ideas of the beautiful, were monotheists, believing in 
a Supreme Being who has a fatherly heart and who at times, 
with a benignant smile looks upon His children. 

So, too, the science of comparative religion, at almost every 
point, furnishes damaging evidence against the assumptions of 
the evolutionist. 

Professor Schlegel reached a conclusion that since his day has 
been concurred in by all workers in this field of research: “The 
more I investigate ancient history, the more I am convinced that 
the nations set out from a true worship of the Supreme Being.” 

And the earliest ethical codes that have been discovered, those 
of the ancient Egyptians and Babylonians, in loftiness and purity, 
quite put to blush modern systems of ethics except where Bible 
revelation has come in touch with the people. In a word, every 
discovery during the last twenty-five and more years in these dif¬ 
ferent fields of investigation and learning, those of geology, his¬ 
tory, archeology, anatomy, philology, ethics, and religion, have 
demonstrated the fact that so far as is known, the first inhabi¬ 
tants on earth who wore the human form were not brutes, nor 
even barbarians, as evolutionists tell us, but had bodies just as 
perfect, brains and intellects just as capable of working and lan¬ 
guages just as complete in expressing thought as those of any 
people now living. 

VIII 

Modern Conditions 

Existing conditions from several other points of view are any¬ 
thing but encouraging to evolutionists. That is to say, the human 
family, biologically, psychologically, and ethically considered is not 
where it was at the dawn of the world’s history; it is some ways 
lower down, and at the present time it is not only not on a move 
upward but is unmistakably headed the other way. It is not wide 
of the mark to say that the world at large is a stranded ship on 
the point of breaking up. The world’s inhabitants, with the ex¬ 
ception of a remnant, are moving sometimes slowly, sometimes 
rapidly, but always towards irretrievable ruin. The feeling gen¬ 
erally entertained is that our country is superior to all others. 
But conditions with us are none too promising . 
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Statesmen and political prophets forecast perils that are even 
now well above the horizon. Professor Giddings discovers in our 
American life what led him recently to say this: “We are witness¬ 
ing today beyond question the decay—perhaps not permanent, but 
at any rate the decay—of republican institutions.” 

Viscount Bryce, late British Ambassador to the United States, 
while addressing a company of American business men who had 
just made a tour of Great Britain and were about to leave London 
for America, made this statement: “Go back to the splendid 
world across the sea; but don’t you make a failure of it. You 
cannot go on twenty-five years more in your great cities as you 
have been doing.” 

Fifty years ago Lord Macaulay predicted that, unless we held 
ourselves strictly “to certain lines of constructive social and civic 
development,” our “republic will be as fearfully plundered and 
laid waste by barbarians in the twentieth century as the Roman 
Empire was in the fifth.” 

Not a fifth of the twentieth century is past and yet thoughtful 
men are beginning to feel as never before that Macaulay's proph¬ 
ecy is not far astray. 

Our statesmen, in fact, all intelligent people, would do well to 
read and ponder what the French statesman and philosopher De 
Tocqueville, has written as to the dangers that are threatening the 
American Republic. See his Democratic Amerique. 

It is not the golden age towards which humanity is progressing 
but to an age of iron. Christ uttered a prophecy just before His 
death that seems in the way of fulfilling. It was this: 

“There shall be famines and troubles and pestilence and earth¬ 
quakes;” “iniquity shall abound;” “there shall be the abomina¬ 
tion of desolation,” “distress of nations.” “In those days there 
shall be affliction such as was not from the beginning of the crea¬ 
tion unto this time.” Mark 13:8, 19; Matt. 24:7, 12. 

One of the most startling evidences of decadence throughout 
the world is the absence of what may be called a public con¬ 
science. No country, perhaps, is worse afflicted by this disease 

New York, the largest city in the world, is today a modern 
Babel and Babylon with conditions from some points of view 
that are horrible. We have taken time to study the city from a 
nearby range and have no hesitation when saying that she is 
going the pace that kills. What is worse she is casting a baleful 
influence over the rest of America. But for the remnant, the five 
or ten righteous persons, she would sink to hell before nightfall. 



Shelley, in his day, made this declaration: “Hell is a city like 
London.” Those who are familiar'with some of our American 
cities, with equal fitness can say, Hell is a city like New York; 
or like Chicago, or like San Francisco, or like some parts of 
Boston. 

A report by the commission appointed to make an investigation 
of New York City contains this statement: “New York City 
ought to be abolished.” 

The shamelessness of the conduct of young women in American 
cities cannot be made public. The law against indecent publica¬ 
tions would prevent it. Nothing worse was witnessed during the 
last days of Pompeii and Herculaneum. But for “the remnant,” 
the righteous we mean, American cities would meet speedily the 
doom that came to the cities and empires of antiquity. 

Throughout the world there is evidence of a brute violence 
such as was unknown in the ancient empires. It is more wide¬ 
spread than in the so-called da,rk ages. Human life everywhere 
never has been so insecure as it is today. If matters grow much 
worse there will be needed a policeman at every man’s door; but 
policemen themselves are bought and sold; they become burglars 
and thieves on tap. Christian ethics as taught in the ten com¬ 
mandments, the golden rule and the Sermon on the Mount, have 
given place to paganism and vice, with no general improvement 
in sight. 

The record of lynching in the United States is startling. In 

1920 there were sixty-one lynchings; in the first six months of 

1921 there were forty-nine. Lynching means the gathering of a 
mob to do violence and defy law. The history of the entire world, 
ancient and recent, cannot show any such defiance of law and 
order (and perhaps no such occasion for it) as is witnessed here 
in the United States. And whether or not we approve of the 
prohibition laws of the state and nation, yet the persistent disre¬ 
gard and violation of those laws by men in every community and 
by those who are holding high positions ought to be an occasion 
of the most serious alarm to every thoughtful person in our re¬ 
public. 

A phase of degeneracy and perversity with which the world 
hitherto has not been familiar has just been reported by Lewis E. 
Lawes, warden of Sing Sing prison. In an interview with the 
“International News Service,’’"March 19, 1921, the warden says: 

“Certain it is that life is held cheaply now and to many of the criminal 
instincts life is a cheap gamble and the electric chair is no longer a spectre 
to deter them from capital crimes. The fear of electrocution no longer 
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And what seems almost more startling is the fact that youth¬ 
ful criminality is not only rapidly increasing but is giving promise 
for the next generation of a race of young law breakers and 

P ?n this trend of ethical degeneracy and a close second to it is the 
increase of mental and physical unfitness. 

Dr. Pearce Bailey, a recognized authority on existing mental 
and nervous diseases, has contributed a remarkable article to the 
North American Review. Basing his statements on army statis¬ 
tics compiled during the examination of American men, 1917- 
1919, he reached the conclusion that twenty men in every thou¬ 
sand were rejected by draft boards because of mental deficiency 
and other thousands were rejected for physical and nervous 

In a recent examination of the school children of the city of 
Boston it was found that twenty-five per cent, of the number had 
defective eyesight. 

Twenty young men in a group from New Hampshire applied 
for examination to enter the army. Not one of the twenty was 
successful in passing the.physical examination. 

And as might be expected along with the increase of criminal¬ 
ity and mental degeneracy is an alarming increase of suicides. In 
China entire families, almost entire neighborhoods have poisoned 
themselves, being terrified at the prospect of starvation. London 
and Paris are also astonished at their suicide records. Dr. Robert 
Yarwell, who has just returned from Germany, reports an ap¬ 
palling increase among those who seek in that country to end their 
troubles by self murder. 

Dr. H. M. Warren, in his report to “The Save-a-Life League,” 
says that in the United States during the year 1920, six thousand, 
one hundred and seventy-one suicides were reported to the League. 
Dr. F. L. Hoffman is of the opinion that the suicides not reported 
would raise the estimates in our country to a total of twelve thou¬ 
sand. Children in 1919 to the number of four hundred and sev- 
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lecture room, platform and pulpit guesswork which for'one or two 
decades has had full sway; guesswork, boldly venturesome, some¬ 
what ingenious, but absolutely destitute of anything except disas¬ 
trous results. O! America and the rest of the world, you are 
groping in the darkness with shelving rocks and pitfalls near by. 

Evolution 1 yes, by the way of the golden rule, the Sermon on 
the Mount, and the Cross of Christ, but in no other possible 
way can there be an evolution upward. 

At this point we return to our main purpose which is to point 
out evidences of the collapse of evolution. 

IX 

Age of Humanity 

The assertion of the evolutionist that the human family has 
been on earth "countless ages” should not be received as an es¬ 
tablished fact until brought under the searchlight of historic and 
scientific investigation. 

There have been, it is true, many speculations as to the dura¬ 
tion of human history. With some show of reason in his day, 
Professor Lyell argued that two hundred thousand years at 
least should be allowed for human life on earth. Professor 
Thomas Sterry Hunt, from biological and evolutionary points of 
view, advanced the opinion that man has been on earth not fewer 
than nine million years. M. Lalande, a French astronomer, out- 
estimated them all, not being able to think of any way, scientifically 
for starting the human family he reached the conclusion that man 
was not started at all and therefore is eternal. 

The facts, however, are now found to be against even the low¬ 
est of these estimates. Within the last quarter of a century, as our 
readers scarcely need be told, the entire drift of reputable scien¬ 
tific opinion is in favor of bringing the origin of the human race 
within easy hailing distance. Professor H. W. Haynes, a careful 
investigator, and a leading American geologist, not long since, 
made this statement: “The evidence for the antiquity of man on 
the hypothesis of evolution is purely speculative, no human re¬ 
mains having as yet been found in either the miocene or pliocene 
strata.” “The miocene man,” says Professor LeConte, “is not 
at present acknowledged by a single careful geologist.” M Rein- 
ach, a specialist in geology and author of La Prehistorique, re¬ 
cently published, affirms that there are no traces of man anywhere 
in the tertiary period, which brings us to the threshold of historic 
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A half century ago it was quite the fashion to assume that hu¬ 
man remains and relics found in the western United States, es¬ 
pecially those in California and Kansas, are conclusive evidence 
of the high antiquity of man. But during the year 1903, a thor¬ 
ough reinvestigation, conducted by Professor Holmes, aided by a 
special grant of money provided by the Carnegie Institution, was 
made of the caves of Indiana, Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, 
Virginia, Maryland and Pennsylvania. The result of these 
studies is given in the following statement of Professor Holmes: 
■'There is no evidence at all to prove that man is very ancient on 
this continent. All ascertained facts seem to point to the con¬ 
clusion that no human being preceded the Indians in America. 
Where the Indian came from is uncertain, but their straight black 
hair, their peculiar physiognomy and other physical traits show 
that they are surely derived from the same ancestry as the Asiatic 
Mongols. There is nothing whatever to show that man has been 
in America longer than four, or five thousand years at the ut- 

Professor Edward Hall, late secretary of the Victoria Institute 
of London, a specialist on these matters, in an announcement, 
June. 1903, says: “Not in one single case in the whole of Europe 
or America has a trace of man’s existence been found below the 
only deposits which we have a right to assume were developed and 
produced by the great ice sheets of the early glacial periods." 
The opinion is concurred in by Professors Haynes LeConte, Boyd, 
C. H. Dawkins, Dr. Gandry, John Evans, W. H. Holmes, M. 
Favre and others, all being scientists of as high standing as any 
ihat can be mentioned. Granting, therefore, that man did not 
appear until after the climax of the ice age, a fact at present as 
well established as any other in geology, and following the lead 
of experts as to the date of that age, there can be fixed on scien¬ 
tific grounds pretty accurately the beginning of the human family. 

The late Professor G. Frederick Wright, who gave almost a 
lifetime to this and kindred subjects and who has the unchal¬ 
lenged reputation of having been one of the ablest glaciologists in 
this country, reached the conclusion that the ice age ended not 
earlier than from seven to ten thousand years ago. Prof. Joseph 
Prestwich collected much evidence during his lifetime, showing 
that the close of the glacial period falls within the limit of twelve 
thousand years. The opinion of M. Adhetnar and Dr. James 
Croll is that it closed not earlier than eleven thousand years ago. 
Professor R. D. Salisbury and Dr. Warren Upham, among the 
most recent of American geologists, think that from seven to ten 
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seasons of those primitive times. Or colonies coming from Old 
Mexico, Yucatan or Central America, where are many evidences 
of the earliest civilization that appear to be of Asiatic origin, on 
reaching the Delaware glaciers, may have been overtaken by one 
of those winters of the later ice age, and perished there, as have 
some modern arctic explorers before they could make a retreat 
from those arctic regions. 

At least, judging from a large number of facts, it is quite cer¬ 
tain that the human fossils in the Delaware deposits are not those 
of men who came from the northwest, as did the later immigrants. 
Professor Holmes has clearly shown this in the following state- 

"Thc great ice sheet ol the glacial epoch spread itself over the northern 
10,000 years ago, approximately. The ice sheet covered Wisconsin 10,000 
states. It would seent to have been impossible, therefore, for primitive hu- 

thejourncy by way of Behring Strait and down the Pacific coast to warmer 
latitudes.” 

The efforts to place human fossils on the far side of the glacial 
period in order to secure their greater antiquity have been most 
persistent, as everyone familiar with these subjects knows, but 
everyone does not seem to know that the outcome of all these 
efforts has met with what now may be called utter failure. 

There are a few belated college professors who still point to 
the European sand and gravel beds that contain flint chips made 
in shaping stone implements; arrow-heads and other implements 
made from the horns and bones of animals; ait or carved wood: 
figures of animals cut or carved in wood, bone or stone; frag¬ 
ments of charcoal and other evidence of fire for warming and 
cooking; and fragments of pottery, and who insist that these im¬ 
plements, being found in the same deposits where are found the 
fossils of the pre-glacial bear, elephant, and some other animals 
are proof that the beginning of the human race is also pre-glacial 
and therefore of great antiquity. 

But later investigations clear up what for a time perplexed 
anti-evolutionists. For this occasional commingling of pre-gla¬ 
cial and post-glacial fossils is easily accounted for by the wreck¬ 
age that .was brought on by a subsequent deluge, evidences of 
which 110 scientist doubts, and that probably took place in the 
time of Noah. 

Careful investigators, like Dr. S. R. Pallison and Professor 
William P. Blake, are confident that those gravel beds that con- 

COLLAPSE OF EVOLUTION 39 



tain human remains are unquestionably of recent origin and were 
formed since the close of the ice age. Dr. Traas also assigns 
to a recent date the various implements found in Schussenried, 
Switzerland. 

M. Moslet is of the opinion that human remains recently dis¬ 
covered near Geneva, Switzerland, are not more than five to seven 
thousand years old, and Dr. Andrews makes it quite clear that 
they are not more than three thousand years old. And as we have 
shown the age of the deposits at Trenton, N. J., which contain 
articles of human workmanship, and that for a while was in 
earnest dispute, are now by almost every scientist brought down 
this side of the ice age. 

One of tlie most recent finds is what has been called the Anglia 
skeleton. Professor Keith, anthropologist of the Museum of the 
Royal College of Surgeons, an authority on these subjects, has 
expressed the opinion that this man lived long before the glacial 
period. This is what he says: “During the glacial period Eng¬ 
land was covered with a great .thickness of ice. Finally this melted 
and a layer of debris was deposited. It was underneath a deposit 
of this sort that the Anglia skeleton was found, hence he must 
have lived before the ice age and before the rivers formed.” 

Other scientists, however, do not agree with Professor Keith. 
But for a moment admit that Professor Keith has as valid grounds 
for his belief as have his opponents. The interests of evolution are 
not at all subserved when all the facts are taken into account. 
For the curious thing about this skeleton is that it cannot be distin¬ 
guished from that of a modern Englishman who had but recently 
been buried. There is nothing about it that suggests the Simian 
origin of this Englishman's skeleton. The fact therefore, seems 
well established that this recent discovery is the skeleton of a real 
Englishman that had received a Christian burial in an artificially 
constructed grave that had been covered by surface washing and 
disturbances. We therefore seem justified when saying that no 
anthropologist is today in position successfully to controvert the 
statement of Lord Avebury that, “There is no absolute proof that 
man co-existed in America or in Europe with the pre-glacial 
mammoth and mastodon.” 

Now, let it be kept in mind that, on this subject, these are not 
“forty-year-old opinions,” but are among the latest and most 
indisputable utterances of scientists whose high standing is un¬ 
questioned. It turns out, therefore, that in place of the now 
abandoned estimates of man’s great antiquity there stands the ab¬ 
solutely assured fact that his arrival on earth was not much, if 

40 COLLAPSE OF EVOLUTION 






any, earlier than the historic dates given in the Bible. If, there¬ 
fore, a scientific theory ever has been cornered, this of the evolu¬ 
tionist, as to the beginning and development of the human'race, is 
at the present moment in that plight. The case is this:—The 
biologist requires not fewer than a million years (Haeckel’s esti¬ 
mate is a thousand million) to evolve man from the lower forms 
of organized life and not fewer than several hundred thousand 
years to lift him out of the brute condition from which, accord¬ 
ing to evolutionists, he has been developed. On the other hand, 
the latest geologists have established the fact that not more than 
twelve or fifteen thousand years, as an outside limit, can be al¬ 
lowed for the entire life on earth of any being that has worn a 
human form. Here, therefore, in these two departments of 
knowledge, those of biology and geology, is a tremedous mixup. 
But what renders the case still more complicated and hopeless 
for the evolutionist arc the recent archaeological finds in Asia 
Africa and Southern Europe of which we have spoken. They 
make it clear as daylight, that from six to eight thousand years 
ago there were already on earth perfectly developed human races 
living a highly cultivated and social life. So there is left for the 
development of humanity not a billion, nor a million, nor even 
two hundred thousand years, but only five thousand at the outside. 
In other words, the human race, that from biological and phy¬ 
siological points of view has made no perceptible advance in the 
last six thousand years, and in no other respect has made re¬ 
markable gains, except when revealed religion directly or indirectly 
has been a help and inspiration, did, however, in the preceding 
five thousand years, though starting on the lowest plane imagin¬ 
able, become thoroughly civilized. That is, beginning without 
revealed religion, without science, without philosophy, without 
art, without literature, without intelligence, without conscience, 
without God and without anything above a mere animal nature, 
the human race in those comparatively few years forged ahead 
from its brute beginnings, if we may believe evolutionists, to the 
remarkable achievements of those Egyptian, Babylonian, Cretan 
and other civilizations that are today the surprise and wonder of 
all explorers. 

In five thousand years man developed not only a perfect physical 
organism, but intellect, conscience, language, literature, codes of 
law, ethics, religion, art and science. 

Talk of miracles 1 The resurrection of the dead, as a wonder, 
falls immensely below such a speedy upshoot of the human 
family from the degradation to which the theory of evolutionists 
has consigned it. No greater absurdity than such an evolution 
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can be imagined. They are, therefore, these scientific investiga¬ 
tions and discoveries that have doomed beyond any possible re¬ 
covery the arrogant edifice of evolution. 

The biologist knocks out most of its underpming, the geologist 
demolishes the larger remaining part, and the archteologist fin¬ 
ishes the theory and puts it under ground. This certainly looks 
like a deathbed for the theory of evolution. 

One is forcibly reminded in all this of what Professor Huxley 
said about the tragedies of science and philosophy (and he might 
have added those of history as well), by which he meant the slay¬ 
ing of beautiful and speculative theories by ugly and what lie calls 
“provokingly i".reasonable facts.” And it is questionable if any 
theory in the history of science has been any more completely and 
tragically used up by “provokingly unreasonable facts” than the 
theory of evolution; and in saying this there is not meant Dar¬ 
winism, or any given kind or process of evolution, whether that 
of natural selection, survival of the fittest, or some other, but evo¬ 
lution as taught in some of our American schools, colleges and 
universities. 

But on the other hand adopting the theory of a supernatural 
creation as revealed in the Bible, and admitting the attainments, 
and especially the mechanical skill, of the immediate descendants 
of Adam (Gen. 2:19; 14, 17, 21, 22). difficulties as to the earlv 
and rapid civilization of Babylon and Egypt disappear. And they 
can be made to disappear in no other way. 

X 

Recent Statements of Evolutionists 

From what is heard repeated over and over again, one might be 
led to think that scholarly men, men of science and the world’s 
philosophers, are all evolutionists, and that those who question 
the hypothesis are afflicted “with the leprosy of incompetence,” 
or are “the mental slaves of effete traditions,” or, “a howling 
pack of antedulivians,” terms of reproach that have been flung 
by evolutionists at those who do not agree with them. 

The professor already mentioned, the one from Cornell, while 
criticising in the presence of a Boston audience an American 
Bible League Convention held in that city, and after defining 
evolution to be “the quest of truth,” and also after announcing 
his belief “that all organic life has come from one starting-point, 
and that every living thing is a modification of that life stem, 
formed and changed by the ever-increasing struggle for exist¬ 
ence,” then with the utmost assurance and complacency told his 
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hearers that “evolution is accepted by all scientists and publicists/' 

. . . that “attacks upon the theory are made only by persons who 
are not familiar with either the evolution hypothesis or the facts 
of natural history, that they misundertsand and misinterpret what 
■evolution is,” . . . that "they confuse evolution and Darwinism,” 
and that "the attacks are made for the purpose of bolstering up 
•dogmas and beliefs.” 

Now, all this is very interesting, especially to those who arc 
pilloried by the professor, and the information given appears to 
have been much enjoyed by the Twentieth Century Club, that is 
supposed to represent a high degree of culture and refinement. 

But, the trouble with many of our university professors and 
their following is that they are indisposed to look beyond their 
■own window sills and are either unable or unwilling to make broad, 
generous and really scientific inductions. They remind one of a 
saying of Martineau: “The history of knowledge abounds with 
instances of men who, with the highest merit in particular walks 
of science, have combined a curious incompetencv when attempt¬ 
ing a survey of the whole field.” 

The Twentieth Century Club was also told that “the Darwinian 
type of evolution has been abandoned by all scientific men.” This 
announcement, of course, is pleasing to orthodox people who 
never have believed the theory, but one scarcely can refrain 
from adding that, so far as the methods or processes of 
evolution arc concerned, there has been as yet no better 
■one proposed than that of Mr. Darwin. And is it not rather un¬ 
gracious for evolutionists to kick and desert Mr. Darwin, who 
spent a lifetime of thought and work in their behalf, especially 
when they are unable to offer any substitute for his abandoned 
theory of descent ? And we may repeat what already has been 
hinted, that the moment God is admitted as a working factor in 
creative processes and the moment organic connections and trans¬ 
mutations, the survivals of the fittest and the natural selections of 
Mr. Darwin, Mr. Spencer and others, are ruled out of the equa¬ 
tion, that moment there is left nothing in the theory of evolution 
that in any sense of the word can be called evolutionary, nor is 
there anything left that can be recognized as scientific or philo¬ 
sophical. In other words, if science has no facts, and certainly 
she has not, to disprove the orthdox view that the first monkey 
was a monkey and nothing else, and that the last one will be the 
same; that the first man was a man and nothing else, and that 
the last one will be the same, and if this is true of other forms 
of life as well, then what essential or fundamental difference is 
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"Living things have an inherent tendency to vary in str 
pearance in successive generations, and it is agreed that, ii 
tendency, different varieties of particular species arise. Con 
pie example the large number of varieties of dogs that 
offspring constantly vary from their parents, breeders of 
ducc new types by suitably selecting those which they mate, 
between a Newfoundland and a chow is vast, but it seei 
both are derived from common wolf-dog ancestors. Simila 
types of pigeons, fantails, pothers, homing-birds and the lil 

produced tile ma 

tic animals and f-,--- 

utilized the tendency to vary which is inherent ii 
tendency sometimes shows itself in big jumps, if 1 
sometimes in very small changes. When a change, 1 
curred, it may persist in later generations. The n 
true." Careful experiments leave no doubt that it is 

"Darwin attempted* to explain how evolution woi 
Natural Selection. His explanation may be brief! 


The difference 


it, would be selected < 


individuals; and I bel 
preserved by Nature; 


All this is very interesting, but as we said before it is not at all 
to the point, and we may add that on economic and social science 
grounds the foregoing measures might be introduced into the hu¬ 
man family and thus by breeding the world might obtain a su¬ 
perior type of man. But what of it? What is demanded in order 
to help the theory of evolution is not improvement of species but 
transmutation of one distinct species into another. You can inter¬ 
breed horses and secure an improved horse; you can interbreed 
dogs and secure a superior dog; you can in the same way get an im¬ 
proved pigeon, and you can interbreed human beings and secure 
perhaps a superman, but at that point nature puts her foot down 
and says, thus far and no further. The horse family, the dog 
family, the pigeon family and the human family each breed “after 
its kind.” And it is found that these improved families if left to 
themselves do not tend to keep upon the improved plain but almost 
always revert to those types in which the improvement began. The 
mule is superior for some purposes to either of his progenitors, 
(the jackass and horse) but the propagation of the mule family 
is forbidden. In other words nature rules hybrids out of the 
equation of evolution. 

What literature therefore can the Canon of Westminster have 
been reading not to know these things. Perhaps the writings of 
Darwin, Spencer and Haeckel, but certainly not the later scien- 
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have been saying of. the Canon of Westminster may also be said 
of scores of college professors and of a multitude of preachers 
who, taking matters second-hand, have been swept from their 
feet and from the eternal foundations of Bible revelation by 
theories that are without reason, religion, sense or science. 

XI 

Scholars and Evolution 

The saying often heard, that the scholarship of the world is 
arrayed on the side of evolution we do not hesitate to brand as a 
falsehood whether spoken by a canon, professor or clergyman. 
Yet this saying is the bugaboo that has made more men duck 
than almost any other words spoken. Those who speak such 
things are, however, amazingly belated, though holding high 
positions in church and college. Hence from the assertion that 
scholarly men and others of high standing are all evolutionists, 
we not only dissent but affirm that the exact opposite is nearer 
the truth. The most thorough scholars, the world’s ablest phil¬ 
osophers and scientists, with few exceptions, are at the present 
time not supporters, but many of them are assailants of evolution. 

We are a little behind the times on these questions in this 
country as compared with England, France and Germany, though 
possibly ahead in almost everything else. 

But the reactionary ball has been set in motion even among us, 
and within the next few years the field will be full of kickers, not 
against Darwinism alone, but against every other theory of evo¬ 
lution that involves ascent or descent through transmutation of 
species, for the kicking of a thing that is down is easy and al¬ 
ways popular. 

Dr. N. S. Shaler, professor of geology in Harvard University, 
eminent as a scientist, writing for the International Quarterly, 
December-March, 1902-1903, started in with a cautious but fairly 
good touch-down: 

"It begins to be evident to naturalists that the Darwinian hypothesis is 
still essentially unverified. Notwithstanding the evidence derived from the 
study of animals and plants under domestication, it is not yet proved that 
a single species of the two or three millions now inhabiting the earth had 
been established solely, or mainly, by the operation of natural selection.” 

Professor C. C. Everett, also of Harvard, though better drilled 
in literature than science, is such a careful observer and exten¬ 
sive reader that his words may be allowed considerable weight. 
Speaking of evolution he says: 
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this concession in his “Discourses on Biology and Geology:” “In 
the present condition of our knowledge and of our methods one 
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Now the surprising thing, notwithstanding these facts, is that 
American university professors, on the lecture platform, assure 
the people that “evolution is accepted by all scientists,” and that 
“those who oppose it are not familiar with either the evolution 
hypothesis or the facts of natural history.” Were these profes¬ 
sors clergymen, would it be discourteous to characterize such an 
exhibition as a piece of superb ignorance and insolence? 

And if these facts as to the attitude of leading scientists, and if 
this revolution of opinion from evolution to anti-evolution are 
known, and certainly they ought to be, then can even the silence 
of some of our American professors be looked upon as honest 
and manly ? So far as anything can be gathered from what these 
men are saying, one would not know that there is an eminent anti¬ 
evolutionist anywhere in Christendom. But a day of reckoning 


XII 

Higher Criticism and Evolution 


The following announcement of what higher criticism proposes 
to do under the guidance of evolution is from the pen of one 
of its advocates: “We intend, First, to reconstruct Bible history 
in harmony with the theory of evolution. Second, to eliminate 
by this process all that is supernatural in the record. Third, to 
unite scholars in support of sweeping changes in the orthodox 
view of the Holy Scriptures.” 

Pshaw! Trumpery! “We intend to reconstruct the Bible his¬ 
tory in harmony with the theory of evolution,” a theory discredited 
and abandoned by the best scholarship of the world! One gets 
so thoroughly out of patience with the conceit and pretence of 
these belated evolutionists and destructive critics that one forgets 
how to speak with courtesy and propriety. 

This matter is admirably put by Dr. A. H. Sayce, professor of 
Assyriology in the university of Oxford, who besides being one 
of the world’s ablest archaeologists, takes rank in Bible studies and 
criticism with the most distinguished scholars of recent date. 
This is what he says: 


"The whole application of the supposed law of evolution to the religious 
and secular history of the ancient world is founded on what we know to 
have been a huge mistake. The actual condition of the oriental world in 
die age of Moses, as it has been revealed to us by archeology, leaves little 
room for the particular kind of evolution of which higher criticism has 
dreamed. But in truth the archeological discoveries of the last dozen 
years in Egypt and Crete have once for all discredited the claim of “criti- 

COLLAPSE OF EVOLUTION 57 







M. Halvey, the distinguished French Orientalist, who has out¬ 
distanced even the ablest German Assyriologists, not only stands 
by Professor Sayce, but has spoken words that ought to hold in 
check our American theological professors and clergymen who 
have been in haste to worship at the shrines of evolution and 
destructive criticism. 

The case was this,—When the younger Delitzsch gave his lec¬ 
ture on “Babel and Bible,” and when our secular, and, in many 
instances, our religious press, and perhaps the larger number- of 
our theological schools, surrendered without firing a gun (per¬ 
haps they had no desire to fire one), it was M. Halvey who made 
the earliest and perhaps the keenest reply to the arrogant and un¬ 
supported assertions of Delitzsch. 

After saying a few words complimentary of the address, as is 
the way with cultivated Frenchmen, M. Halvey then charged 
Delitzsch with a “predisposition to rest content with only super¬ 
ficial appearances” and then added this criticism: “Sincerity com¬ 
pels me to point out certain inapt, inaccurate and redundant state¬ 
ments that disfigures the whole lecture.” And the pointing out 
was done by Halvey to the entire satisfaction of all who believe 
in Bible revelation and in fiat creation rather than in evolution. 


XIII 


Religion, Ethics, and Evolution 


There remains one other point of view, the ethical and relig¬ 
ious. First of all there should be an acknowledgment of indebt¬ 
edness to evolutionists, beginning especially with Mr. Darwin, for 
a vast amount of information and for awakening general interest 
in the study of nature’s phenomena. And the discredit, almost dis¬ 
respect, now heaped upon Mr. Darwin’s scheme awakens one’s 
orthodox pity, especially when recalling the imperial sway his 
hypothesis held over a world of scholars for more than a quarter 
of a century. 

But now, after only thirty years have passed, reverence, even 
by the poorest of our scientists, is no longer shown the once fa- 
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mous man’s theory, and every leading naturalist is echoing the 
words of one of the most accomplished scientists in Great Bri¬ 
tain, St. George Mivart: “I cannot call it (Darwin’s theory) any¬ 
thing but a puerile hypothesis." And yet even this dirge is far 
from being the saddest feature of Mr. Darwin’s funeral, for his 
hypothesis not only paved the way for making every kind of as¬ 
sault upon the Christian religion, but destroyed his own early 
faith, leaving him at last in mazes of religious doubt and dis¬ 
appointment. 

The mischievous tendencies of his teaching were pointed out on 
the year of his death, in a country (France) where least ex¬ 
pected. L'Univers (1882), published the following severe criti¬ 
cism upon Mr. Darwin at the very time a well nigh universal and 
certainly an extravagant homage was being paid him: 

"When hypotheses tend to nothing less than the shutting out of God from 
the .thoughts and hearts, of men and the diffusion of the leprosy of mate- 

Herbert Spencer, too, has suffered scarcely less in postmortem 
judgment than Mr. Darwin. In his unification of knowledge he 
found no place for God in the universe, and already the day of 
retribution has come; those who are masters of scientific processes 
and are capable of broad generalizations almost to a man have 
pronounced their condemnation of the scientific pretentions of 
Mr. Spencer. 

But the point we especially would make is this, that in our own 
way of thinking these later evolutionists who have abandoned Mr. 
Darwin and Herbert Spencer, and are now offering to the world 
a new scheme of naturalism, will be overtaken by a doom no less 
certain and utter than that which has befallen their distinguished 
predecessors. What else could be expected? Any theory that 
tends to dethrone God, elevate monkeys and degrade men (every 
scheme of evolution points that way), is sure, if followed, to end 
in disaster. Supernatural evolution as now taught, no less than 
naturalistic evolution antagonizes traditional Christianity. Bible 
cosmogony never can be harmonized with any possible theory of 
evolution. This late “hybrid product” that contends for the crea¬ 
tion of a few germs from which have been evolved the world’s flora 
and fauna is neither Biblical nor scientific. What hope, therefore, 
is there, for it or for those who advocate it? Scientists and theo¬ 
logians of this new school already have parted company with 
nearly every phase of the Christian faith, and are leading their 
followers where no anchorage and no peace can be found. 
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Conclusion 

In a few words we offer our readers what appears to have been 
clearly established in the foregoing discussion, namely: 

Evolutionists have failed to show that original life-germs came 
into existence by natural processes; they have failed to show that, 
in the world of living things, there exists a law of development 
and improvement: there has been a complete breakdown of the 
claim that, by natural processes, lower species of plants and ani¬ 
mals have been transmuted into higher ones: in all early and 
late excavations and researches it has been shown that not one 
connecting link between any of the millions of different clearly 
defined species has been found; it has been shown that mental 
science and all the physical sciences have not yet discovered a 
particle of evidence showing, or even suggesting, that any ani¬ 
mal ever' has reached or ever can reach a point where, slowly or 
suddenly, it can come into possession of a human soul, a human 
mind, or a human body; it has been shown that biologists, geol¬ 
ogists and archeologists .have overwhelmingly silenced the asser¬ 
tion that the human race began low down and through countless 
ages has worked itself up to its present civilized state; it has been 
shown that the utterly false though continually repeated assertion 
that scholarly men, men of science and the world’s great philoso¬ 
phers are all evolutionists is only a scientific scare-crow; it has 
been shown that the recent abandonment of the theory of evolu¬ 
tion by those who once held and defended it but who later and at 
present are making vigorous assaults upon it is a fact too well 
known by those who are well informed to be denied; it has been 
shown that during the last ten or more years eminent materialis¬ 
tic and naturalistic scientists with scarcely an exception have re¬ 
mained silent on the theory of evolution as taught by Mr. Darwin 
and expounded by Professor Haeckel, or if speaking on the sub¬ 
ject have discredited it; and the absolute incompetence of evolu¬ 
tionists and of “advanced theologians” to formulate any system 
of ethics or religion that at all approaches those made known by 
ancient Jewish prophets and New Testament evangelists, has been 
clearly shown over and over again,—in view, therefore, of this 
imposing array of facts, need there be a moment’s hesitation in 
saying that the hypothesis of evolution, together with all other 
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